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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 



PETmO N FOR EXIENSIQN OFTIME P URSUANT TO 37 CJPJL ^ L136fa^ 
ConQnd ssloner for Pauints 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1^ 

DearSir 

This is a request under the provisions of 37 CFR M36(a) Co extend the period for 
filing a reply in the atove^identified application. Applicants hereby petition the 
Commissioner to extemi the time for response to die Office Action dated June 29, 2004, 
for one mon^, Grom August 29, 2004 to Septemter 19, TOM. The Director is hereby ' 
authorized to charge $110.00 for the extensicm, plus any additional fees which may be 
required, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 16-2480. 

A duplicate copy of this petition ts enclosed. 



Respectfully submitted. 




By 

David V. Upitc 
Attorricy or Agent fo 
Registradon No. 47,147 
(513)627 8150 



Date: September 29, 2004 
Customer No. 27752 



o 
oo 



PMX4ff'IH»DAT9fZSQm$:32:07PM|EasteniDa^ i 




SEF-29-2004 ^17:35 



PATENT DIVISION 



;6278118 P. 06/07 



VMialul to iW ^iii"^— • Ar Piioa fa te US Pcb sd 




Case8244MRU 



©gWtmLF/UICEWTER 

SEP 2 9 2004 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
la die ^plication of 



Ca^e Marie Frankenbach, et al. 

Serial No.: 09/805.099 

FUed: Maicb 13,2001 

Confiimatioii No. 2087 

For. METHODS FOR IMPROVING 
THE PERFORMANCE OF 
FABRIC WRINKLE 
CONTROL COMPOSITIONS 



Oroup Alt Unit 1714 

Petitions Exaouaer E. Shirme Willis 



> 

a 

o 
o 

UJ 



RENEWED PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.137fl>^ 



Mail Stop PETITION 
Commissioner for Patents 
Post OfiSce Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
VL\ FACSIMILE 703/872-9306 



Dear Sir. 



In response to the decision on petition with a mailing date of June 29, 2004 providing 
two (2) moQliis to respond, the time for response being extended by one (1) monOi, pursuant 
to the fee charged to the Assignee's Deposit Account in die papers submitted herewidi, please 
consider die following ronailcs and reconsider the Revised Dedaiation herein attached. 
Attadied hereto is a Petition for an One-Month Extension of Time, and die fee reqiuied under 
37 CFR §1.1 7(a), providing for a timely response up to and including Septetobet 29, 2004 

Remarks begin on page 2 of this pspet. 
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Petition under 37 1 .47(a) should be granted 

It is aigued at page 2, lines 1 1-12 of the Decision that proof of the peitinent events 
sbouia be made by a statement of someone with first hand knowledge of the events, hi 
response. Petitioner submits a "Revised Declaration Of Facts In Support Of Filing On Behalf 
Of Omitted Inventoi" (hereinafter "Declaiation"). The declarant, Bridget M Hams, attests at 
page 1 of die Declaration, in bold, that she has first-hand knowledge of &6 pertinent events. 

It is aigned at page 2, lines 16-18 of the Decision that the "petition doK not establi^ 
flat a complete copy of the qq)hcation was niailed to Mr. Bdiiwu' last known addiess." In 
reqxmse, Petitioner points out tiwt at page 2, lines 7 et seq. of flie Declaration, declarant 
Biidget M. Hards attests that "a complete copy of die ^plication pqieis (i.e., die 
^ification and claims) and declaiatbn of inventors" was sent to Carlos Henrique 
Behrcns's last known address. Petitioner subnuts that the qwcification of die plication 
papers does not include any drawings and thus drawings need not have been sent to Carios 
Henrique Befaiens. In short, Carlos Henrique Behrena was sent a copy of the complete 
appUcation papers fcr die instant application. Mon»ver, a copy of die DHL deliveiy 
verification in previously submitted Exhibit 3 evidences a bona fide sttonpt that die 
plication papers were sem to Carios HeoriquB Behrens. 

ft is argued at page 2, lines 21-23 of die Decision. "When p«itionas can show that 
Mr. Behrens was maUed or received die complete application and diat he eidier refiised to 
sign die declaration or would not respond to die request that he sign the declaration witiun a 
re^nabl^ ftmount q{ time, die petitioners wUl have satisfied die requirement" (Emphasis 
added). M response. Petitioner points to die Declaration tiiat includes r e fe r ai ce to a DHL 
delivery verification (previously submitted Exhibit 3). To diis end, on Januaiy 9, 2004. die 
shipment of a complete copy of application papers and declaration was received at Carios H. 
Behrens' last known address. Bridget M. Harris attests dmt, as to die date of executing the 
Declaration, she has not received a response from Carios H. Behrens. It has been over 9 
monfts since die complete copy of die application papei^ have been vcrifingly receivedT 
Petitioner submits tiiat ? months is more than a "reasonable amount of time" for die inventor 
to respond. 

fa view of die foregoing, dw omitted invealor Carios Henrique Befarens's conduct 
constitutes assM. As such. Petitioner respectfiiUy request reconsideration of dus Petition. 

K«spectfiiIIy submitted, 




Attorney for Petitioner 
Registration No. 47,147 
(513)627-8150 
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